movement and nipped it in the bud. This sums up the reasoning
in the indictment.
68.    I have endeavoured to show that no special stage for
a mass movement was set or contemplated because of my pro-
posal for British withdrawal, that violence was never contem-
plated by me or any Congress leader, that I had declared that,
if Congressmen indulged in any orgy of violence, they might
not find me alive in their midst, that the mass movement was
never started by me, the sole charge for starting it was vested
in me, that I had contemplated negotiations with the Govern-
ment, that I was to start the movement only on failure of nego-
tiations, and that I had envisaged an interval of "two or three
weeks" for the negotiations.  It is therefore clear that but for
the arrests no such disturbances would have taken place as
happened on 9th August last and after.  I would have strained
every nerve first to make negotiations successful and secondly,
if I had failed, to avoid disturbances.   The Government would
have been no less able to suppress them than they were in
August last.  Only they would have had some case against me
and the Congress.  It was the duty of the Government, before;
taking action, to study the speeches of the Congress leaders and"
myself at the All India Congress Committee meeting.
69.    The Congress leaders were desirous that the move-
ment should remain non-violent, if only because they knew
that no violent movement in the existing circumstances could
possibly  succeed  when  matched  against  a  most  powerfully
equipped Government.   Whatever violence was committed by
people, whether Congressmen or others, was therefore commit-
ted in spite of the leaders' wishes.   If it is held otherwise by
the Government it should be proved beyond doubt before an^
impartial tribunal.   But why seek to shift the responsibility
when the cause is patent?  The Government action in enforcing
India-wide arrests was so violent that the populace which was
In sympathy with the Congress lost control.   The loss of self-
control cannot imply Congress complicity, but it does imply
that the power of endurance of human nature has limitations.
If Government action was in excess of the endurance of human
nature, it and therefore its authors were responsible for the
explosions that followed. But the Government may assert that,
the  arrests  were  necessary.   If so, why should the Govern-"
ment fight shy of taking the responsibility for the consequences
of their action?  The wonder to me is that the Government at
all need to justify their action when they know that their
is law.
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